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Chair’s report

	Chair
	Steve Smith

	Date
	19th May 2011

	Venue
	ITACA

	Sector subject area
	1st tier
Construction, planning and the built environment
	2nd tier
Building and construction

	Unit codes & titles
	TG21CY003   Attached Piers : Stretcher Bond (Half Brick)
TG21CY002  Attached Piers in Brickwork
	TG41WN001  Introduction to Wall Tiling


	Centres in attendance
	Llandrillo College
Deeside College
	


	Section 1
	Protecting standards


	All assignments and tasks were inclusive and manageable. Workbooks were well designed and learners would be clear as to what was required. 

There was a very close match between the assignment tasks and the assessment criteria. All workbooks included the unit speciation and used the specification as the basis for the assessment criteria checklist. TG21CY002 unit – the tasks were insufficiently cross referenced to the assessment criteria.

Health and Safety were core elements for all the units.

 All assessment decisions were confirmed. The work was clearly that of the individual learner in all samples and learners work matched the level of the unit.
There was insufficient use of tutor observational checklists, showing the tutor had observed the work of the student and confirmed he/she had met the assessment criteria. Some photographic evidence was provided but this indicated the student had performed the task, not that he/she had achieved the assessment criteria. 

Feedback varied. Given the practical nature of the tasks, verbal feedback would have been given on a regular basis but there was no reference to this in the feedback from the tutor.
Internal Verification records were light for TG21CY003 and TG41WN001. Some of the work had been internally verified but this tended to be only ‘signing off’’ the students work with insufficient feedback to the assessor. There was no evidence of internal verifiers being present when the assessor was evaluating practical work by students.
All learners work had comparable outcomes.


	Section 2
	Evaluating unit (s)


	TG41WN001 Introduction to Wall Tiling was slightly ‘light’ for a 3 credit programme and this should be examined during unit review. 
There were issues around setting tolerances for the students work. Some of the units did not specify tolerances but these had been included in the assessment records. The tolerances varied from unit to unit (all at Level 1). Recommend the unit review looks at all L1 units to decide if tolerances should be included in the unit specification and, if so, that this should be applied consistently across all units. 


	Section 3
	Good practice


	All samples were very strong on health and safety (it did appear was an aspect of all the units and were probably shared with other units). The theoretical element of the units were very well covered by the student work books.
Two of the units were strong on cross referencing assessment criteria to the tasks.

Photographic evidence was used to support assessment decisions, although this is of limited value in supporting assessor’s decisions, and video evidence would be more detailed.

Student logs were a good record of student progress and reflection on performance.

Unit TG21CY003 had a very comprehensive set of assessor sheets. These included observation of students. These could have been amalgamated into a single observation checklist for the class which may reduce the workload on the assessor, as completing a sheet for each assessment criteria for each student could be very time consuming.

Unit TG21CY002 was strong on internal verification, with 4 different sheets in use. It may be possible to amalgamate these.

Overall, all samples indicated assessors were careful to ensure all assessment criteria were being met. There was very good match between tasks and assessment criteria. Student work books were substantial. Student written responses were full and appropriate. There was comparability of outcomes.




	Section 4
	Shortcomings


	All samples would have benefitted from more detailed front pages which contained
· Candidate Name

· Unit information (title, code, level, value

· Signed authenticity statement

· Assessor signature

· Internal verifier signature

· Unit speciation

· Cross referencing of tasks to assessment criteria

Whilst several of the samples have these, all would have benefitted from a more consistent approach. And it would look more professional.
All units required more evidence of assessors observing the learner performing practical tasks and achieving assessment criteria (TG21CY003 had these sheets but the assessment method – observation – was ticked). Tiling/Brickwork is primarily a practical skill and tutor observation is the key element of recording student achievement. It was unclear in all units how observation was taking place and how it was being recorded.
Unit TG41WN001 Introduction to Wall Tiling. Despite the unit title, there is no requirement in the unit specification to mount tiles on a wall. In fact it appeared the work was done on a horizontal surface.



	Section 5
	Actions for Agored Cymru


	1. Business development team to discuss the need for exemplar front sheets for construction units.
2    Ensure unit review of Construction addresses issues arising from standardisation. There did    seem to be much commonality between the Level 1 units and it should be possible to reduce the number of these similar units. Address tolerance issues within this.

2. There were two centres in attendance for the event. There was a strong preference for the future standardisation to be conducted by VC, so the two centres in the North delivering Construction units can ‘sit in’ on a larger event in the South and thereby secure a more all Wales perspective on standards. 


